CLASSIC CRIMES
addressing." This would be pleasant hearing for Miss
Constance, then present in Court* After reviewing the
circumstances of the crime, with which the reader is already
familiar, he said that they could fix the time of the murder at
about one o'clock in the morning of Saturday, 3oth June.
With regard to the nature of the injuries inflicted, "the con-
clusion he had arrived at was that the child's throat was cut
to mislead, and for the purpose of diverting suspicion and
inquiry from the proper quarter/5 It was clear that no one
broke into the house; it was highly improbable that anyone
was secreted there.
The probabilities were that whoever committed the murder, and
took the child out and deposited it where it was found, got out through
the back door, was let out by a person in the house, and afterwards
returned. It may be suggested that it was done by one person only.
Whether it was done by one or more, it was clear almost to demonstra-
tion that the prisoner must have been concerned.1
But one person could not have taken the child from the
cot, lifted the blanket from between the sheet and counter-
pane, and carried both off, leaving the bedclothes smoothly re-
arranged. There must have been a second person there. Was
it likely that two strangers went into that room to do it?
Were they not forced to the conclusion that if there were two
persons, one at least must have been the nurse? Counsel then
considered most unfavourably her behaviour when she found
the child gone, and commented on her unexplained failure to
give the alarm. Before the discovery of the body, she had
told Mrs. Kent that the blanket was missing; but afterwards,
perceiving the danger of that admission, she declared that she
did not know it until the body was brought in. Beneath the
body in the closet was discovered "a triangular piece of chest
flannel, worn by females"; it was found to fit exactly the
prisoner's chest. It had been proved by actual experiment
that from her bed, as she described, she could not have seen
whether or not die boy was in his cot. The case was fraught
with such grave suspicion that justice demanded the prisoner
should be sent for trial.
Mr. Samuel Saviile Kent was then called and examined by
Mr. Saunders. He described the extent of his family and the
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